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EDITORIAL 

The United States of America, the Russian Federation, and the 

United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, reaf-

firm their commitment to Ukraine, in accordance with the 

principles of the CSCE Final Act, to respect the Independence 

and Sovereignty and the existing borders of Ukraine. 

The United States of America, the Russian Federation, and the 

United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, reaf-

firm their obligation to refrain from the threat or use of force 

against the territorial integrity or political independence of 

Ukraine, and that none of their weapons will ever be used 

against Ukraine except in self-defense or otherwise in accor-

dance with the Charter of the United Nations. 

The United States of America, the Russian Federation, and the 
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the West is not willing to risk a total rup-

ture of relations or even a military con-

frontation, nor has the capabilities to 

properly face the toolbox of Moscow for 

foreign policy, among which the energetic 

one being maybe the most efficient deter-

rent for a more robust Western reaction. 

6 years later, the Europeans forgotten 

maybe the principles under which the 

Russian Federation was conducting its 

affairs and tried to expand in its sphere of 

influence,  in the region that the Russian 

Federation perceives as being of vital in-

terest, by offering the Ukraine an impor-

tant first agreement that somehow was 

opening a secure path for a future inte-

gration. In this situation, the Russian 

president Putin decided to activate the 

political pressures and maybe even to 

punish Ukraine for daring to go outside 

its influence, and so proved how useful it 

is to have a frozen conflict in your toolbox 

and the proper instrument to heathen it. 

After the Ukrainian  government decision 

of not signing at Vilnius the Association 

Agreement with EU, after important re-

forms for this were undertaken, the pro-

European population of Ukraine started 

protests that at some points proved how 

unprepared was Ukraine for following the 

European most beloved values of democ-

racy and the civil rights that derive from 

here such as the right to protest and free 

expression. The use of armed forces 

Editorial  

United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, reaffirm their commitment to 

Ukraine, in accordance with the principles of the CSCE Final Act, to refrain from eco-

nomic coercion designed to subordinate to their own interest the exercise by Ukraine of 

the rights inherent in its sovereignty and thus to secure advantages of any kind. 

(The first three articles of the Memorandum on Security Assurances in connection with 

Ukraine’s accession to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, Buda-

pest, 5 December 1994). 

 

Maybe for a while for the most optimistic 

analysts and political leaders, it appeared 

as simply not feasible and misplaced talk-

ing about geopolitical interests, spheres 

of interest even when talking about an 

actor that for more than 70 years guided 

its foreign and security policy from realist 

principles. In 2008 these  optimists and 

believers in the good will of the Russian 

Federation to leave other nations from its 

former sphere of influence as they will 

please, had a first mark of how wrong 

they are and how  well-driven and effi-

cient the Russian foreign policy was. 

Nonetheless, the episode from Georgia 

was easily forgotten in short time, same 

as the Western society closed its eyes at 

Hitler annexation of Austria, showing the 

inability and lack of will to risk a rupture 

of the relations with the aggressor or a 

military confrontation. Similarly, as the 

West left after the Second World War the 

Eastern part of Europe under the Soviet 

influence, even states where democracy 

was on its way and the communists where 

not influential at all, as it was the case of 

Romania, the euro-atlantic reactions re-

garding the Georgian crisis somehow 

validated that a similar logic as the one of 

the Cold War, even if at a more limited 

extent, still applies. Putin had in Georgia 

a first victory over the West and a first 

force demonstration, but also a validation 

of the fact that within his area of interest 



against civilians served very well the Rus-

sian interest, and gave a slap to the EU 

which was unable to offer some comfort 

or help to the people who were killed or 

injured waving the European flag.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

To make even clearer how limited are the 

European influence in the region, it was 

activated the Crimean instability that cul-

minated with the Russian democratic 

annexation, how I would call the Russian 

actions to take the Crimean territory by 

organizing an illegal referendum as it 

was considered by the large majority of 

world countries that had an opinion re-

garding the crisis.  During the last moths 

and especially the last weeks, the interna-

tional press wrote intensively about the 

various actors’ position regarding the 

3 

Nr.22,  

March  2014 Editorial 

conflict. To shed some light regarding 

why various states and actors assumed  

such position, this CEPE Policy Analysis  

aims to provide the position and interests 

of the various actors interested in the si- 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

tuation in Ukraine in the same volume. 

At the same time, Center for European 

Policy Evaluation launched a public opin-

ion survey regarding the population in-

terest in the conflict and level of informa-

tion. To this end, CEPE’s team invites 

you to fill in the survey that you can find 

on its website and Facebook. 

 

Alina MOGOȘ 

                              http://www.telegraph.co.uk/  
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November 2013 was the starting point for 
an unprecedented volatile situation, in 
which the authorities confronted them-
selves with huge mass protests. All these 
civic pro-European actions spread with 
speed to several cities from Ukraine like 
Lviv, Ternopil, Ivano-Frankivsk, Khmel-
nit-sky, Chernovtsy and Rivne gaining 
more visibility and legitimacy in the eyes 
of the international community. Addi-
tionally, the protestors attempted to take 
over the local government buildings from 
Zhytomyr, Poltava and Cherkasy and took 
the streets in Uzhhorod and even Do-
netsk, the last one being considered a 
supporter of Yanukovych’s regime. As ex-
pected, all these actions were not without 
response. [1] At the end of January this 
year Ukraine’s Prime Minister, Nikolai 
Azarov, resigned his post hoping that his 
actions will stop the mass protests and 
will restore Yanukovych’s control over the 
state [2], being followed by president 
Yanukovych who fled to Russia at the end 
of February. Even though the pro-
European rioters achieved their main 
goal, namely to remove the pro-Russian 
government and president, the situation 
was far from finding its end as Russia, 
being put in a difficult position of loosing 

its influence over Ukraine, started to be 
more and more present in the autono-
mous region of Crimea in late February. 
Unidentified military troops (but not hid-
ing their identity if asked) could be ob-
served taking control over key institutions 
and buildings, and continued up to the 
point of stopping OSCE observers’ pass in 
Crimea.  
Eventually, this led to the West announc-
ing political and economic sanctions for 
Russia’s involvement, such as freezing 

assets and stopping negotiations for visa 
liberalization.  

As expected, Russia responded that the 
action would backfire, announcing that 
Moscow will apply the same kind of sanc-
tions to the Westerners. 
Even though until recently there was no 
single, unitary international response re-
garding the crises, today we can observe 
that the West managed to sketch a com-
mon strategy as all messages provided by 
the Western officials, whether it is presi-
dent Obama, NATO Secretary General 
Rasmussen or Chancellor Merkel, they all 
carry the same pattern: we work together 
with the others. In other words, US, EU 
and other structures such as NATO, IMF, 
OSCE, they all united against the bad-

Source: http://kolozsvaros.ro/2013/11/ukrajna

-eu-kudarc-janukovics-siker/ 3 

Ukraine’s refusal to sign the Association Agree-
ment with the UE in November last year take by 
surprise the entire international community ex-
cept for the Russian Federation. Everybody was 
trying to find the logic behind Yanukovych’s deci-
sion and make predictions about the future, not 
estranged from the image of rioters in the center 
of Kiev. However, the recent developments of the 
Ukrainian crises managed to surpass all expecta-
tions. Military involvement in Crimea resurrected 
some of the succumbed Cold War rhetoric. 

Ukraine: the winning prize 

http://kolozsvaros.ro/2013/11/ukrajna-eu-kudarc-janukovics-siker/
http://kolozsvaros.ro/2013/11/ukrajna-eu-kudarc-janukovics-siker/
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behaving state that does not comply with 
international norms and regulations. One 
can say without the fear of making a mis-
take that Ukraine crisis managed to get 
the most important players in the world 
at the same game table. Even China, 
which seems to be forgotten these days by 
the European media, plays a major role in 
this issue. Recently, Foreign Policy issued 
an interesting article saying that a mid-
level Chinese diplomat announced soli-
darity with the pro-European Ukrainian 
government [3], making it clear for Mos-
cow that Beijing is not a reliable partner 
in this matter. In the end, Chinese         
interests are of economic sort, and insta-
bility is endangering them. However, one 
cannot exclude that China might take the 
role of a balancer between the West and 
Russia if necessary, something that is al-
ready noticeable.  
It remains to be seen if Europe can main-
tain a unitary position regarding Ukraine 
given the Georgian precedent. If all  
Western powers develop a common stra-
tegy with China, Putin may be put in a 
difficult position that will not allow him 
to continue his Cold War style strategy, to 
respond with energy cutoffs in a possible 
solution, but only on short term, given 
the fact that Russia’s economy is equally 
dependent on energy exports as the Euro-
pean markets are on Russian energy im-
ports. 
But what makes Ukraine so strategically 
important? one might ask. According to 
the Russian new concept of foreign pol-
icy, which was adopted in February 
2013, Ukraine is “Russia’s priority part-
ner in the context of the post-Soviet inte-
gration”, fact that automatically will in-
crease even more the pressure that is al-
ready put on the Ukrainian authorities
[4].  
At the same time, this state is also strate-
gically important for the EU. Zbigniew 
Brzezinski defined Ukraine as being “a 
geopolitical linchpin,” adding that: “the 

very existence of an independent Ukrai-
nian nation encourages the transforma-
tion of Russia... Ukraine's loss of inde-
pendence would have immediate conse-
quences for Central and Eastern Europe, 
turning Poland into a geo-political linch-
pin on the eastern border of a united 
Europe”[5].  
Regardless, whichever the practical im-
portance Ukraine might be carrying for 
the actors involved, the situation is now 
reduced to a strategic battle between the 
West and the East, making Ukraine the 
prize of a zero-sum game. The implica-
tions of such game for Ukraine come in a 
variety of forms. To begin with, it is nec-
essary to remember that the country is 
divided between the East pro-Russian 
part and West pro-European part. Conse-
quently, the efforts to restore a sort of 
unity on its territory is unachievable at 
the moment, given that the two parts 
want to adopt different foreign policy 
paths. For example, Sunday on March 
16th, approximately 95 % of the Crimean 
population voted in favor for annexation 
to Russia, as opposed to remaining an 
autonomous region connected to Ukraine 
[6]. While some celebrate the results, for 
another part of the Crimean population 
the thought of breaking from Ukraine is 
chilling and rallies for unity.  
Meanwhile in the other part of Ukraine, 
the new government conducted by the 
interim prime-minister Arseniy Yat-
senyuk is expecting to sign the Associa-
tion Agreement(AA) that has been wai-
ting at the table all along. Whether or not 
it will eventually be signed it is to be seen 
in the next few weeks. However, one 
might be tempted to think that such an 
action would be expensive for all the 
Ukrainian citizens, as it would mean the 
loss of Crimea. A regional effect that the 
signing of the AA would have is further 
deepening the gap between Ukraine and 
Russia and eventually between Moscow 
and the Western powers. To illustrate, 
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Russia announced measures such as 
more expensive gas prices.  
One way of restoring unity in Ukraine 
would be Ukraine to balance between the 
West and East while developing a closer 
relationship with the EU, but without 
creating a feeling of loss or threat to Rus-
sia. In order to balance, it has to have a 
unitary position and to maintain a clear 
path in which it has something valuable 
for both the EU and Russia. But, this op-
timistic scenario does not seem applica-
ble given the current domestic fragmen-
tation.  
Another possible outcome would be a 
second Transnistrian scenario, in which 
Crimea would play the role of a Trojan 
horse for Russia in Ukraine. This is a 
rather pessimistic approach if we refer to 
Ukraine’s security given the fact that the 
current 5+1 talks are far for solving the 
security vulnerabilities from the Republic 

Ukraine: the winning prize 

of Moldova.  
Another possible scenario would be the 
federalization of Ukraine, which again 
would restrict the pro-European moving 
given the fact that the pro-Russian part 
will have a veto power that will use it for 
sure when it would be necessary.  
Regardless of which of these scenarios 
will turn to be true, if the current situa-
tion persists, the Russian Federation will 
keep trying to attract Ukraine within its 
sphere of influence, the EU will continue 
to support the pro-European strategies 
and the Ukrainian population will be 
even more divided.  
The possibility of a conflict exists, and 
this would be the worst possible outcome 
for all the directly and indirectly involved 
players, be them the EU, Russia, Ukraine, 
US or individual European states.  

Ana-Maria GHIMIŞ şi Petronela 
CHIRVASE  

Since the protests in Ukraine first started, there has been a lot of concern about what the political 

future of this country might look like. Will it align itself to the European Union? Will it build 

stronger ties to the Russian Federation? The truth is though that the political difficulty in Ukraine 

is as challenging as the economical one. 

An economic perspective on Ukraine’s political struggle 

On 22nd of February the forth Ukrainian 
president, Viktor Yanukovych resigned 
from his office and fled to Russia. Since 
November 2013 he and his allies have 
been trying to mitigate protestor’s rage 
against their pro-Russian orientation, yet 
with little success. Yanukovych has al-
ways had his critics. This time though 
Ukrainians were less likely to give up the 
fight since they have already experienced 
a partly failed Orange Revolution. As 
Yanukovych abruptly froze the plans to 
sign an association agreement with the 
European Union, protests sparked.  
If the treaty would have come into force, 

there would have been a free-trade zone 
between the European Union and 
Ukraine [7], one of the largest markets in 
Europe. Nevertheless, this would have 
also brought Ukraine a step closer to its 
accession in the EU.  
While the political turmoil is still unveil-
ing, many observers can’t help describing 
Ukraine as common ground where for-
mer Cold-War enemies meet – the West 
and the East. On one hand, the Russian 
Federation under the leadership of Vladi-
mir Putin still hasn’t dropped its hopes to 
build a Eurasian Union along with its 
neighbours and former compatriots.  
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Vladimir Putin still hasn’t renounced to 
its hopes to build a Eurasian Union along 
with its neighbours and former compatri-
ots. In Putin’s perspective, after 2015, 
this Union should become a veritable 
competitor offering an alternative to the 
western success, while it will still rely 
upon “the best values of the Soviet        
Union” [8]. With already three members 
on board, Belarus, Kazakhstan and Rus-
sia itself, and a few other candidates, 
Ukraine should be on the list, especially 
because it will help Russia rebuild the 
Russian-soviet identity. 
On the other hand, we can observe a 
western power, namely the European Un-
ion, which has long tried to better its   
diplomatic relations with the Russian 
Federation. However, this has proved to 
be tricky, because Russia has often used 
its natural resources as weapon in politi-
cal debates. In 2014, many member 
states of the European Union are still al-
most entirely dependent on Russian               
energy resources [9]. For example, in 
June 2013 the physical oil flows from 
Russia into the European Union in-
creased with 50% over the same month in 
2012, whereas the imports from Norway 
slightly decreased [10]. Yet, as the Cri-
mean peninsula becomes part of the Rus-
sian Federation and the international 
community aims to impose sanctions on 
Russia, hopes for a different relationship 
look like they will soon crumble. 
It is though much more interesting to 
analyse the recent events in Ukraine as 
part of a larger economical context. For a 
long part of its history Ukraine has had 
strong ties to Russia – or more accurate 
with the Union of Soviet Socialist Repub-
lics (abbreviated to USSR). Although 
Ukraine became an independent entity 
over two decades ago, the country’s lead-
ership continuously swung between a pro
-European and a pro-Russian orienta-
tion. The population itself serves as an 
irrefutable evidence of the fact that 
Ukraine is ideologically split between  

European and Russian values. One can 
literally draw an almost upright line on 
Ukraine’s map, thus splitting the country 
in Easterners, who support Yanukovych, 
and Westerners, who want to be part of 

the European Union. 
Source: http://tyzhden.ua/Publication/7316 

 

In addition, many income distribution 
maps that use date from the National 
Statistics Committee of Ukraine clearly 
show that the country is not only ethni-
cally split, but also economically. There 
are great income disparities between 
Eastern and Western Ukraine. The ave-
rage monthly salary in the eastern coun-
ties (oblasts) – also the industrialised 
ones - amounts to 230 Euros (2250 
hryvnia) [11]. By contrast, in the West - 
where most of the pro-European leaders 
find their supporters - the average 
monthly wage rarely exceeds 100 Euros 
(1275 hryvnia) [12].  
The country is surely politically divided, 
but this polarization can also be fuelled 
by the economic inequalities. Besides 
that, former Soviet republics – for exam-
ple Latvia, Estonia and Lithuania – that 
are now EU member states are doing 
much better. If in Soviet times these 
three countries couldn’t economically 
surpass Ukraine, statistics now show that 
here the minimum wage is more than 
250 Euros [13].  
On the other hand, as a Soviet Republic, 
Ukraine played an important role in the  
 

An economic perspective on Ukraine’s political struggle 



8 

CEPE 

Policy Analysis 
An economic perspective on Ukraine’s political struggle 

nuclear industry and therefore there have 
been great investments made here. 
In many ways, Ukraine’s economic suc-
cess is historically tied to Russia. Back in 
Soviet times, Ukraine was the most per-
forming economic entity after Russia and 
was producing almost four times as much 
as the next-ranking Soviet republic [14]. 
Today, there is no doubt about the fact 
that Ukraine has an immense potential 
for agriculture manly thanks to its very 
fertile soil. Back then, a forth of the So-
viet agricultural output was generated by 
Ukraine [15]. Moreover, Ukraine had a 
flourishing heavy industry. 
Yet, after the collapse of the Soviet Un-
ion, the transition to a market economy 
has proved to be difficult in Ukraine’s 
case. Shortly after declaring its  inde-
pendence Ukraine liberalized prices and 
set the grounds for privatization. It 
seemed that the country would soon 
reach the economic performance that it 
once had. The truth is though that 
Ukraine’s economy has never been so 
vulnerable. Firstly, Ukraine depends on 
Russia’s resources to meet local energy 
requirements. Secondly, because its de-
pendence, Ukraine saw gas prices rise 
many times until it signed a supply and 
transit contract with Russia in January 
2009. At that time, Gazprom offered 
Ukraine a gas discount. Though, at this 
moment Ukraine is in great debt to the 
Russian enterprise for the natural gas 
supplied to the country last year and 
therefore gas prices are expected to rise 
again starting from April. Thirdly, sev-
eral sources indicate that corruption is 
endemic in the state administration and 
therefore structural reforms are practi-
cally impossible to achieve. 
In fact, Ukraine’s output by 1999 had 
fallen to less than 40% of the 1991 level 
[16]. Furthermore, as the chart below in-
dicates, since obtaining its inde-
pendence, Ukraine has experienced a re-

duced growth in GDP per capita. By 
comparison, its neighbours have done 
much better in this area. 
Nevertheless, investors’ interest in 
Ukraine has risen after the Orange Revo-
lution, especially thanks to its natural 
resources – for example, the soil. 
Though, great investments in agriculture 
have not yet been made. 
Consequently, Ukraine is not an impor-
tant player in the global economy. On the 
contrary, it now goes through rough eco-
nomic times. Therefore, Yanukovych’s 
position might seem understandable. In 
November last year, Ukraine was close to 
bankruptcy, when Russia offered 15 bil-
lion Euros, almost three times more than 
what the European Union was ready to 
give. So, there is no wonder that the 
Ukrainian officials oriented toward    
Moscow. Moreover, the association with 
the European Union would have also 
brought some additional costs that 
Ukraine would have not been able to af-
ford.  
If it were to analyse the effects of the re-
cent unrests in Ukraine from an eco-
nomic perspective, there will be neces-
sary to point out the negative conse-
quences both on the short term and on 

Source:The World Bank in Harvard Business Review  
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the long term.  
Firstly, since the start of the civil crisis, 
Ukraine’s currency (the hryvnia) has 
fallen by more than 20% [17]. Therefore, 
it can be easily concluded, that imports 
are becoming increasingly expensive. On 
the other hand, individuals, firms and the 
state itself owe about 66 billion Dollars to 
entities outside of the country [18]. 
Hence, the weaker the currency is, the 
harder it will be to pay the interest for 
Euro or Dollar loans. 
Secondly, dispute over gas prices have 
surfaced once again. At the beginning of 
March, Gazprom announced that star-
ting in April it will raise its prices for 
Ukraine. The official explanation how-
ever – as presented by Russia’s incum-
bent president, Vladimir Putin - didn’t 
focus on political reasons, but rather eco-
nomical ones, since Ukraine hasn’t been 
able to pay its debts from gas delivery 
[19]. These price fluctuations have tre-

mendous significance, because it will put 
further pressure on an especially vul-
nerable economy, making almost every-
thing costlier. 
Nevertheless, if the European Union 
takes only one step in the wrong direc-
tion, Europeans will also be placed at a 
higher risk of paying much more for gas 
supplies. Furthermore, it must be said 
that almost all gas pipelines which sup-
ply Europe go through Ukraine. Though, 
Europe is currently seeking indepen-
dence from Russian energy resources 
through initiatives as the Nabucco pipe-
line.  
Conclusively, Ukraine has a lot to work 
on, if it aims to better its strategic posi-
tioning. On one hand is of course the po-
litical environment, but on the other, 
Ukraine must also restore its economic 
performance.   

Alexandra IANCU 

An economic perspective on Ukraine’s political struggle 

The complexity of Russian-Ukrainian relationship 

It is well known that energy issues lie at the heart of Ukraine’s economic, strategic and political 

challenges. Now it is a key moment for Russia to downplay its spheres of influence and install new 

divisions of control in the Ukrainian energy sector, pretty much governed by the interests 

surrounding Gazprom’s position. If energy is a key factor in Russian-Ukrainian relations and 

considering Ukraine heavily dependent on Russia for energy supplies, we can conclude that lately, 

about 80% of Ukrainian oil and natural gas consumption came from Russia. Today, relations 

between Kiev, Brussels and Moscow are rather complex and contradictory. But for better 

understanding the present we shall take a ride into the past…  

First of all, Ukraine’s vulnerability to 
Russian pressure has been mitigated by 
the fact that the main oil and natural gas 
pipelines to Central and Western Europe 
transit its territory. Russia’s decision to 
bypass Ukraine was taken after two 
rounds of cutoffs and efforts to greatly 
increase gas prices for Ukraine. 
Therefore, there was a crisis that resulted 
in cutoff of Russian gas to Western 
Europe for several days in January 2006. 

A second gas crisis occurred in January 
2009, resulting in a gas cutoff of nearly 
three weeks. 
Second of all, Russia has sought control 
of Ukraine’s natural gas pipelines and 
storage facilities. Its efforts have been 
unsuccessful so far, due to Kiev’s refusal 
to cede control of one of its key economic 
assets. This fact, as well as the 2006 and 
2009 gas cutoffs, has led Russia and 
some European countries to plan and 
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First of all, Ukraine’s vulnerability to 
Russian pressure has been mitigated by 
the fact that the main oil and natural gas 
pipelines to Central and Western Europe 
transit its territory. Russia’s decision to 
bypass Ukraine was taken after two 
rounds of cutoffs and efforts to greatly 
increase gas prices for Ukraine. Therefore, 
there was a crisis that resulted in cutoff of 
Russian gas to Western Europe for several 
days in January 2006. A second gas crisis 
occurred in January 2009, resulting in a 
gas cutoff of nearly three weeks.  
Second of all, Russia has sought control of 
Ukraine’s natural gas pipelines and 
storage facilities. Its efforts have been 
unsuccessful so far, due to Kiev’s refusal to 
cede control of one of its key economic 
assets. This fact, as well as the 2006 and 
2009 gas cutoffs, has led Russia and some 
European countries to plan and build 
pipelines to bypass Ukraine. Of no 
coincidence is the fact that Gazprom has 
developed gas pipelines under the Baltic 
Sea (called Nord Stream) and through the 
Balkans (called South Stream) to Western 

Europe. Nord Stream made its first gas 
deliveries in 2011. South Stream has 
started construction, with first deliveries 
projected for 2015. Recently, Guenther 
Oettinger, the European Commissioner 
for Energy announced some delays in 
two pipe projects, the South and Nord 
Stream, as the Gazprom is caught in a 
diplomatic crossfire over Ukraine and as 
Moscow broke ground on the South 
Stream project after securing agreements 
with Austria, Bulgaria, Croatia, Greece, 
Hungary, Slovenia and soon-to-be EU 
member Serbia but ignored the 
European “anti-monopoly” law. [20] 
However, taking a trip back in 2012, we 
can remember that according to EU 
Energy Commissioner - Gunter 
Oettinger, about 60% of Russian natural 
gas destined for Europe transited 
Ukraine and Ukraine rivals Germany as 
Gazprom’s largest gas consumer.[21] 
Later on, in May 2013, European 
Commission released the fact that 
“Ukraine was at a crossroads, with a 
major opportunity to develop beyond its  
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important traditional role as a transit 
country and also become a gas hub for 
Eastern Europe due to its conventional 
and unconventional gas resources, its 
extensive pipeline network and its 
important gas storage facilities.” [22] At 
the same time the “importance of 
promoting a trilateral EU-Russia-Ukraine 
consortium for managing transit through 
Ukraine was stressed as this would ensure 
that the concerns of all the parties 
involved could be taken into 
account.” [23] 
Needless to add that until the Yushchenko 
presidency, Russian firms supplied energy 
to Ukraine at prices far below market 
rates. Energy sales have been conducted 
by non-transparent intermediary 
companies, offering the elites of both 
countries opportunities to profit. 
Unfortunately, Ukraine ended up paying 
more than Gazprom’s customers in 
Germany. Additionally, Ukraine’s reduced 
share of gas transport to Europe could 
give Russia more leverage to demand that 
Ukraine sell it control of its gas pipeline 
system at a lower price than it otherwise 
could. [24] Russia could also feel it would 
have a freer hand to put greater pressure 
on Ukraine on other issues, including 
political ones. Key Western European 
countries could feel they have less of a 
stake in Ukraine’s future, if they, like 
Russia, were no longer dependent on 
Ukrainian gas transport infrastructure.  
The regime of Yanukovich was under the 
direct control and support of oligarchs 
who managed the gas imports and of no 
wonder, they all pointed against 
Tymoshenko’s signing the 2009 
agreement between Russia and Ukraine, 
arguing that the gas was way too 
expensive for Ukraine. 
Remembering the Vilnius moment of 
November 2013 when Ukraine announced 
its retirement from signing the 
Association Agreement with the EU, we 
can reveal Russia’s political nature of gas 
pricing which took control of the situation 

by publicly promising to reduce its 
natural gas prices for Ukraine by one-
third. [25]  
Putin said at that time that “Ukraine is 

in a complex situation and it needs 
support”. [26]  

Following the collapse of Yanukovych in 
February 2014, the gas price cut 
agreement may become of no value. 
Hoping for the agreement to remain 
stable, Ukrainians lately received bad 
news from Dmitry Medvedev, Russia's 
prime minister and a deputy CEO at 
Gazprom, who laid down the fact that 
the gas discounts will run their term and 
will then have to be renegotiated with 
the new Ukrainian government, "if one 
appears." [27]  
It is a fact that starting with April 1st, 
Gazprom will no longer offer Ukraine 
discounted gas prices because it is more 
than a year and $1.5 billion late on their 
debt payments to Russia’s largest gas 
producer for deliveries, Russian 
President Vladimir Putin said on March 
4th that: “If you don’t pay us and your 
debt is ever-increasing, there is no 
discount, this makes perfect commercial 
sense for Gazprom”. [28] On the same 
day, Gazprom CEO Alexey Miller, 
mentioned in a separate televised 
comment that “if they don’t get 
payments on time from Ukrainian 
partners, then they act according.” [29] 
On the 7th of March, Ukraine has missed 
its payment deadline for gas supplies, 
determining the Russian energy giant’s 
head Aleksey Miller to officially declare 
the following: “Today, March 7, is the 
deadline for making a payment for the 
February gas supplies to Ukraine […]
Given the discount for the first quarter 
the outstanding debt has increased to 
$1.89 billion […] Factually it means that 
Ukraine has stopped paying for gas. This 
contravenes the contract terms and 
international trade practice. But we can’t 
deliver gas for free”. [30] If Ukraine 
doesn’t pay its bills it risks plunging into  
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a crisis similar to the one in 2009, Miller 
also warned. 
We can suspect Russia will be part of the 
problem, not part of the solution in 
Ukrainian energy sector as Moscow's 
dominance of natural gas supplies looms 
largest and the gas trade between the two 
countries has been at the heart of the tug 
of war for influence since late last year. 
To this huge energy chapter we can add 
the geopolitical factor. For the EU Ukraine 
is its second largest immediate neighbor 
that is also a riparian state of the Black 
Sea. This last aspect is crucial for the 
European security, since starting with 
2010 till 2017 the ex President of Ukraine, 
Viktor Yanukovych, “agreed to extend the 
lease on Russia's naval base in the Cri-
mea” [31]. Not by coincidence in the Black 
Sea we can notice a major part of the Rus-
sian Fleet. This Sea is traditionally seen as 
a place where Russia has been very pre-
sent, especially given the fact that it repre-

sents NATO’s and EU’s Eastern frontier 
and two of the three hosting anti-ballistic 
missile shield states are also riparian 
states. From this point of view, Crimea is 
a strategic military point.  
For Russia Ukraine is even more impor-
tant, as it is not necessarily seen as a 
neighbouring state, but a part of the Rus-
sian people, part of the Russian-Soviet 
identity. The Ukrainians are not different 
nationals, but “Russian people that 
speak one of the dialects of the Russian 
language” [32], thus the very aggressive 
behaviour of Russia and its deep involve-
ment in the current Ukrainian crises. 
The Europeans need to understand this 
perspective before trying to negotiate 
with Moscow over their influence in the 
region. Taking into consideration the 
current unstable situation in Ukraine, we 
can conclude both that Russia through 
its hard power strategy is losing its 
sphere of influence in Eastern Europe 

Source: http://www.firstadopter.com/2014/03/05/current-russian-vs-ukrainian-military-force-

numbers-on-the-crimea-map/   
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Europe in the favour of EU’s soft power 
strategy and that Ukraine is the result of 
Europe’s failure to develop a unitary and 
strong position vis-a-vis Russia, 
depending on the strategy that we take 
into consideration. If we suppose that 
Russia’s strategy is to regain its control 
over 

Ukraine, then Putin’s policy turned to be 
counterproductive since he generated a 
balancing behaviour of the other regional/
global powers as: US, EU, China. If we 
presume that Russia’s strategy was to not 
let Ukraine develop a very positive 
strategy towards the EU and NATO, then 
the situation turns to be more nuanced, 
since a destabilized Kiev is a more positive 
outcome for Kremlin rather than for 
Brussels.  
At the same time the Ukrainian crises 
illustrate the negative dynamics between 
the European Union and the Russian 
Federation and give a déjà vu feeling that 
can be connected with the Georgian war. 
From this perspective, the EU must 
develop a unitary lasting position 
regarding Russia if it wants to succeed in 
its demands. At the same time Russia will 

do its best to politically divide the EU 
using its bilateral relations. Additionally, 
between the Western powers already 
emerged some differences of opinion 
that are to a certain degree predictable. 
This is best illustrated the Polish foreign 
minister, Radek Sikorski, dismissing 

“questions about why Europe was more 
cautious than America in its response to 
Russia’s occupation of Crimea and its 
“illegal” referendum on secession”: “YES, 
the United States is from Mars and we 
are from Venus. Get over it.” [33] 
The crises are far from finding their end, 
but one thing is for certain, Putin will not 
give up so easily to what he calls Russia 
right of influence in Eastern Europe. At 
the same time an isolated Russia is more 
dangerous and unpredictable than ever 
before, so the Western states should take 
all these into consideration before they 
start elaborating their strategies 
regarding the Eastern energy empire.  

Ana Maria GHIMIȘ și  
Roxana Ioana NEGOI 

Source: the Moscow Times, http://www.themoscowtimes.com/article/495846.html 
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Ukraine’s refusal to sign the Association 
Agreement during the Vilnius Summit 
came as a shock for the entire 
international community but shattered 
the Republic of Moldova’s groundwork, 
especially the pro-European political class 
and population. At that time, Ukraine was 
a step closer to EU than was the Republic 
of Moldova, namely it had to sign the AA, 
as opposed to Republic of Moldova only 
having to initial it. During that time, the 
Russian Federation has consumed a 
significant part of its attention into 
pressuring the Eastern Partnership 
countries into renouncing their European 
vocation. The fact that it succeeded with 
Ukraine and Armenia put a significant 
amount of stress on the Republic of 
Moldova for it proved that this process is 
not reversible, and the right amount of 
Russian involvement could leave EU 
waiting at the door with the champagne. 
The entire event left the Moldovan society 
question the sense of initialing the 
agreement if everything could be reversed 
in a matter of hours and definitely re-
iterated the idea that Russia and the West 
were not done playing. The new strategic 
game managed to engage a significant 
amount of the international community in 
the new conflict of interests between East 
and West.  

Regardless of the Ukrainian backing off, 
the Republic of Moldova continued to 
express its European vocation and made 
great efforts into developing means of 
cooperation with US and Western 
structures such as NATO (though it is 
not a member but a partner as it is a 
neutral state and according to the 
Moldovan Constitution becoming a 
member of a security alliance is not 
permitted). However, after the escalation 
of the conflict due to Russian troops 
ceasing Crimea, the implications for the 
Republic of Moldova increased even 
more, mostly due to the Russian claims 
in its former satellites, but also due to 
the break-away region of Trandsniester 
(composed of a large majority of Russian 
ethnics). Still part of the Republic of 
Modova under international law terns, 
the self-proclaimed Moldovan Republic 
of Transnistria (MRT) is actively 
engaged in gaining full independence 
from the former and openly leaning 
towards Russia (recently voted to adopt 
Russian legislation on its territory). The 
idea of a full independence is not 
consistent with Russia’s strategy as it 
seeks prolonging the frozen conflict in 
order to maintain its core leverage for 
remaining involved in the region. 
Regardless, Russia is not openly  

Ukraine crisis from behind Moldovan lenses  

Ukraine crisis and the new strategic battle put in place has 

been given reasons of concern for all the actors involved, 

among which some actors are heavily familiar with Russian 

strategic games in regards to the Russian ethnics in its 

former satellites. The Republic of Moldova is not estranged 

from Moscow actions as it has been in a situation in many 

respects similar. However, there are a number of factors that 

might increase the instability in the Republic of Moldova.  

Source: http://gov.md/libview.php?

l=ro&idc=436&id=7444 
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opposing MRT’s claims while continuing 
to pose as a mediator between the two 
while making sure that the Russian 
military base on its territory remains in 
place despite numerous attempts from 
security structures such as OSCE and 
NATO to make Russia retreat.  
The real danger that the Ukrainian crises 
has on the Republic of Moldova is 
encouraging the break-away regions of 
both MRT and Gagauzia to escalate the 
efforts of gaining more independence 
while the Republic of Moldova stays firm 
on opposing such attempts. Consequently, 
there is a constant in the declarations of 
the Moldovan officials and official press 
releases when Ukraine is concerned, 
namely supporting Ukraine’s integrity 
[34]. In addition, it is constantly 
submitting messages that question the 
legality and legitimacy of the Crimean 
referendum due to take place on March 
16th this year mostly due to the fact that 
MRT has also made the object of such an 
action in 2006, when almost 100 % of the 
population voted for independence from 
Republic of Moldova and openness to 
close the relations with Russia [35]. 
Needless to say, its legality and legitimacy 
has been heavily questioned by Moldovan 
officials.  
Having the latest Russian military action 
in Crimea in mind, the Moldovan 
authorities might be under stress as it 
demonstrated Russia’s willingness and 
readiness to use its military capabilities 
from wherever might be placed for the 
achievement of its political goals. Even 
though these Russian goals might be to a 
certain extent similar for both Ukraine 
and Republic of Moldova in the sense that 
it seeks derailing them from the European 
path, the situation in Ukraine has become 
a very important strategic battle between 
the East and West. Republic of Moldova 
constitutes less of an importance for the 
time being. Even though Ukraine is of 
high importance for Russia (as it is the 
first external actor mentioned in its 

foreign policy concept), it is a wheel in its 
attempt of gaining more influence in the 
detriment of the West. If we are to take a 
stand in regards to the Ukrainian crises 
in such a fashion, then Russia might be 
on an attempt to question West reach in 
its proximity, thus using whichever 
means necessary to deter it, or better 
said, to deter parts of the Republic of 
Moldova and Ukraine to advance 
towards West. 
While Republic of Moldova’s position 
towards the crises is in accordance with 
the rest of the Western society because it 
is aligned with its security interests 
(namely to support the pro-European 
government, opposing Russian military 
actions and claims in Ukraine), the 
latter, in all this whirlpool that is 
currently happening, did not retain from 
assuring Republic of Moldova that it is 
on the right track. Recently, the EU 
Council voted for visa liberalization for 
the citizens of the Republic of Moldova 
for travels no longer than 90 days.  EU 
congratulated the Moldovan population 
and the prime-minister, Iurie Leanca, for 
this achievement and assured their 
support [36] while John Kerry, the US 
secretary of state assured him that US 
will ensure the irreversibility of the 
democratic transformations [37]. These 
recent developments show that Republic 
of Moldova is an important ‘asset’ for the 
West in this strategic battle, which can 
only increase the cooperation between 
the two. The crises in Ukraine might be a 
good opportunity for the Republic of 
Moldova to close ties with the West and 
increase the collaboration, as EU is open 
to use any leverage when dealing with 
Russia while Russia is concentrating on 
Ukraine and the big West.  

Petronela CHIRVASE 
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EU Association Agreement– the spark that lightened the fire 

EU a major loser from the Ukrainian crisis? 

If the situation will remain unchanged re-
garding the Crimea integration within the 
Russian territory, in a couple of years tell-
ing the story of today’s events, one might 
commence with “It all started with the EU
- Ukraine Association Agreement that was 
to be signed in November 2013 during the 
Vilnius Summit”. A week before the sum-
mit, Moscow flexed its muscles and 
showed to EU how powerful it remained 
within the region and made Ukraine re-
fuse the signing of such Association Agree-
ment. The EU promises and offers seemed 
nothing for the Ukrainian government in 
comparison to Russian pressures and po-
tential threats, and one might say that in 
the light of the recent events, they were 
indeed nothing. Poland’s president Bron-
islaw Komorowski argued that EU made a 
misjudgement error focusing on Timo-
senko’s case in its negotiations, without 
properly addressing the issue of the Rus-
sian policy of pressures and blackmail and 
offering a clear integration path for 
Ukraine into EU. [39] In front of this deci-
sion of  Ukraine seen as a result of the 
Moscow influence, Angela Merkel argued 
that the Cold war was ended and Russia 
should stop thinking that closeness to 
Europe should not be regarded as taking 

distance of Russia or as a action against 
Russia. [40] Nonetheless, we cannot but 
wonder if indeed the Cold War was 
ended and if EU failed to understand 
that Moscow still thinks in the same 
terms at least when it comes to Ukraine, 
a country declared as being of vital in-
terest in Russian Security and Defence 
strategies. In reality, Ukraine’s decision 
not to sign the Association Agreement 
was only one of the slaps in face of EU to 
come. A second thing that happened and 
further affected EU image started with 
the protests in Kiev led by pro-European 
population to which the government   -
responded with violence, in the light of 
which EU proved again its incapacity to 
convince the Ukrainian government to 
take decisions that will respond also to 
European interests.  But the major event 
that affected EU’s image started with the 
Russian Federation decision to play an-
other card it had in the country: Crimea.  
For a month now EU had various meet-
ings, reunions, held press conferences 
and undertook many actions to make 
Russia step back from its course of an-
nexing Crimea in a “more democratic” 
way ( I question the democratic charac-
ter of the referendum because of the  

EU Association Agreement– the spark that lightened the fire 

EU a major loser from the Ukrainian crisis? 

“EU is seeking an increasingly close relationship with Ukraine that goes beyond mere bilateral 

cooperation, encompassing gradual progress towards political association and economic 

integration”. [38] This is the first paragraph from the European Union External Action website 

regarding EU-Ukraine relations, and it resumes briefly what many would say it is the main reason 

for the inception of the Ukrainian protests and the Crimean crisis as EU’s endeavor for a close 

relationship with a country of vital interest for the Russian Federation triggered today’s 

destabilization in Ukraine. Despite this declaration of interest, EU proved its inability to properly aid 

for a resolution of the political crisis in Ukraine and of the Crimean crisis and proved also how 

unprepared was Brussels to deal with the Russian Federation. As the situation developed in the last 

months, EU could be seen as one of the losers from this crisis that showed one more time what a 

“political and military dwarf” EU is and the limited power it has to support various actions at its 

borders. 
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EU a major loser from the Ukrainian crisis? 

circumstances in which it was organized, 
without considering the law that regulates 
such undergoing.  
Moreover the formulation of the questions 
is debatable. Without doubt the referen-
dum as an instrument is democratic as it 
is an expression of the will of the people, 
but within the democracy spirit it is also 
how laws and constitutions are estab-
lished.  

According to article 73 of the Ukrainian 
Constitution – “alterations to the terri-
tory of Ukraine shall be resolved exclu-
sively by an all-Ukrainian referendum”, 

not by one limited province. 
 Moreover Russia’s act of invading Crimea, 

in a time when it was without any doubt a 

Ukrainen territory, violated the interna-

tional law[41]). Among these reunions and 

actions, the EU played as much as possible 

the political and the economic cards, but 

as facts proved it was not so efficient in 

doing this either, maybe it was because it 

didn’t do it properly and at its true poten-

tial, due to its lack of unity, cohesion and 

determination from the part of all the ma-

jor players in EU politics, like Germany. 

Or maybe it does not have so many politi-

cal and economic cards as it thought it 

had, or it is simply the fact that for a coun-

try that still thinks under Cold war terms, 

politic and economic threats that are vul-

nerable to the Russian energetic black-

mail, without a proper military balance 

and determination to rely on military is 

not enough discouraging  for Russia to 

back down. In the first days of March, G-7 

leaders (Canada, France, Germany, Italy, 

Japan, UK, US, together with the Euro-

pean Commission and European Council 

leaders) joined to condemn the Russian 

Federation violation of the sovereignty 

and territorial integrity of Ukraine, in con-

travention of Russia’s obligations under 

the UN Charter and its 1997 basing 

agreement with Ukraine. Also at this 

summit it was decided to suspend these 

7 countries participation at the G8 Sum-

mit in Sochi in June until Russia does 

not take the necessary actions to de-

crease the tensions.[42] This decision as 

well as the previous statements and 

sanctions had “a lot of impact” on Mos-

cow, but not in the direction desired by 

the Western leaders. Moscow went fur-

ther with its actions, and instead of de-

escalate them as the EU recalled, it pro-

ceeded towards a new sort of territory 

annexation: the one that made use of a 

democratic practice – the referendum, 

but done in Russia’s stile by the use of 

military’s force and by addressing two 

questions none of which referring to pre-

serving the status of Crimea (1.Are you in 

favour of the reunification of Crimea 

with Russia as part of the Russian Fed-

eration?”; 2. “Are you in favour of restor-

ing the 1992 Constitution and the status 

of Crimea as part of Ukraine?” – the 

1992 Constitution was adopted by a Cri-

mean parliament that had declared inde-

pendence from both Russia and 

Ukraine.) To this initiative, EU re-

sponded with new sanctions and declara-

tions that condemned this “so-called re-

ferendum which was illegal and in clear 

breach of the Ukrainian Constitution” 

and stated that EU will not recognize the 

outcome of such a referendum. [43]  

On 19th of March the European Commis-

sion proposed a further 1euro billion in 

macro-financial assistance to assist 

Ukraine economically and financially in 

view of the critical challenges it is facing, 

notably a very weak and rapidly worsen-

ing balance-of-payments and fiscal     
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situation .[44] 

Despite the fact that it aids at proving  EU 

commitment towards Ukraine, at least 

from a financial point of view, it is unclear 

how this action is the best solution in the 

light of Russia annexation of Crimea and 

how efficient it is this measure. For the 

European citizens it might be very un-

clear how Brussels will ensure that their I     

nterests are served by spending 1 billion 

euros of their money to Ukraine. Of 

course restoring the macroeconomic sta-

bility in Ukraine is a key priority, as well 

as readdressing the issue of the Associa-

tion Agreement, as it is stated in the 

“Conclusions on Ukraine approved by the 

European Council” on 20th of March 2014 

[45] Within the same conclusions we can 

find out that EU’s main reaction to a 

breach of territorial integrity of a country 

that wanted to become more anchored 

with Brussels politics, rests within clear 

condemnation and the  non-recognition of 

the illegal referendum, as well as analysis 

of legal consequences of such annexation 

and to expand the list of individuals to be 

subject to visa ban and asset freeze. Simi-

larly it was taken the decision to cancel the 

next EU-Russia Summit as well as the 

possible bilateral regular summits for the 

next period. [46] On the 21st of March, 

EU and Ukraine signed the political pro-

visions of the Association Agreement be-

tween EU and Ukraine. Were then EU’s 

interests accomplished? EU wanted this 

Association Agreement, we can say that 

in the end it obtained it.So it is not the 

major loser of the crisis? But how can EU 

be a victor when we assess the costs of 

such agreement: economic, political, in-

ternational prestige and human lives 

were the main costs for signing this. In 

the light of a country breaching major in-

ternational law treaties and remaining 

unpunished, EU is something else but a 

victor. In the end, it might seem unclear 

for parts of EU citizens why this huge in-

terest of EU for Ukraine, except the obvi-

ous one of having peace and stability at 

its borders. While it becomes once more 

clear the fact that without having major 

EU politics leader going along, like Ger-

many for example, determined to take 

whatever action necessary to enforce 

EU’s interests, Brussels has a limited 

power of action and reaction. Similarly, 

without reducing the energetic depend-

ence of EU of Russia, such cohesion, 

unity in actions and determination to re-

act will remain limited also in the future. 

Alina MOGOȘ 

http://www.brookings.edu/blogs/up-front/posts/2013/11/18-viktor-yanukovych-losing-europe-

ukrainian-public-pifer-thoburn 
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No other foreign policy topic has caught 
the attention of the public as much as the 
development of the events in Ukraine has 
had for months. Since November 2013 
Ukraine is facing a serious crisis that con-
cerns all the European states, as well as 
the international organizations. Officials 
all over the Euro-Atlantic space have ex-
pressed their worries with regard to the 
Russian Federation’s actions in Ukraine 
and mostly condemned Putin for his po-
litical approach. 
NATO has been one of the first interna-
tional actors to make a statement on the 
events in Ukraine. The statement has been 
reiterated with many occasions and took 
different shapes. On December 1st, 2013, 
the Secretary General, Anders Fogh Ras-
mussen urged the Ukrainian authorities to 
follow their international commitments 
and also to ensure the freedom of speech 
and assembly. The situation in Ukraine 
has been discussed on December 3rd, 
2013 in the North Atlantic Council and the 
foreign ministers condemned the violence 
and the use of force against the demon-
strators in Ukraine, while reminding the 
Ukrainian authorities of their role in 
OSCE [47]. On February 19th, 2014 NATO 
warned for the first time that if the vio-
lence does not cease, “Ukraine’s ties with 
NATO will be seriously damaged” [48]. 

The statements that followed empha-
sized the fact that NATO will not con-
tinue and preserve the cooperation rela-
tionship with the authorities in Ukraine, 
as long as its values are affected. The 
Secretary General mentioned in all his 
statements the fact that violence should 
stop and make place for the respect of 
human rights minorities and rule of all, 
indispensable aspects for a democratic 
society. Ukraine has seemed, however, 
far away from these Euro-Atlantic val-
ues, at least for the last couple of 
months. NATO’s officials mentioned for 
the first time in their speeches that they 
support „a sovereign, independent and 
stable Ukraine”, as well as its territorial 
integrity, its democratic development 
and the „principle of inviolability of fron-

NATO’s values versus NATO’s actions: The case of Ukraine 

Since its creation in 1949, NATO has developed a series of worldwide operations meant to protect 

not only the Euro-Atlantic community, but also the international one. The main objective of the 

Alliance is the protection of its member states, while bringing a contribution to a more secure, safe 

international environment. The cooperation between states on matters of security has proved to be 

efficient in the past years and NATO managed to ensure the order in the Euro-Atlantic space, if 

taking into consideration its missions in Macedonia, Bosnia, and Kosovo. The escalation of the 

events in Ukraine has been the most important topic on matters of international relations for 

months now and several international actors are involved. What role is NATO playing in this 

context? The most recent statements made by the Secretary General Anders, Fogh Rasmussen, 

condemn the actions of Putin, but does NATO have any power? Can NATO do something? The article 

encompasses a chronological analysis of the most important statements made by the NATO officials 

with regard to the events and recent developments in Ukraine. 

NATO’s values versus NATO’s actions: The case of Ukraine 

Source: www.highlights-news.com  
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ftiers” [49] 
Looking back at the relationship between 
them too, even though Ukraine is not a 
NATO member state, the cooperation is 
formally underlain on the Charter on a 
Distinctive Partnership (1997). Ukraine 
has been the first of the Commonwealth of 
Independent States to become a member 
of the Partnership for Peace and its sup-
port to the operations in the Euro-Atlantic 
area made it clear that it was ready to 
evolve towards a strong democracy. 
Ukraine helped NATO during the opera-
tions in Kosovo and Afghanistan and co-
operated with it on several key sectors, 
such as: peace support operations, civil 
emergency planning, science and environ-
ment, public information, but in 2010 
president Yanukovich announced that the 
membership of Ukraine to NATO is no 
longer an objective on the public agenda 
[50]. Ukraine’s ties with the West had al-
ready been affected at that time. 
Clearly, Crimea has been a melting pot in 
Ukraine and facilitated Russian Federa-
tion’s intervention in the area under the 
pretext of protecting the Russian citizens, 
the same pretext used in the case of Geor-
gia. During the meeting of the NATO-
Ukraine Commission, held on February 
27th, NATO took the chance to express its 
disapproval towards Russia’s actions and 
drew the attention upon the fact that Rus-
sia is violating the principles of the United 
Nations charter. During the North Atlantic 
Council, NATO condemned Russia’s mili-
tary intervention in Crimea, considered a 
breach of the international law and also, 
a violation of the NATO-Russia Council’s 
principles [51]. 
In what NATO’s relationship with Russia 
is concerned, on March 5th, the Secretary 
General announced that due to Russia’s 
actions, the first joint NATO-Russia mis-
sion would be suspended, Russia will not 
be involved and the cooperation relation-
ship is going to be re-evaluated [52]. It is 
not a secret that inside the NATO-Russia 

Council the cooperation has not been de 
facto as much as it has been de jure. Ser-
gei Shoigu, the Russian Defense minister 
claimed the fact that “joint work is not 
being carried out”, and Russia’s 
“concerns are not taken into considera-
tion” [53]. Briefly, the NATO-Russia 
Council defeated its purpose, although 
bringing benefits to the Allies on their 
path towards achieving their goals. Ba-
sically, NATO followed an old principle 
saying “keep your friends close and your 
enemies closer”. While leaving Russia 
with the impression that their coopera-
tion is strong and mutual operations 
would only strengthen it, NATO reaf-
firmed its interests of rather consolidat-
ing the partnership with international 
actors all around the globe.  The limita-
tion of Russia’s influence is, obviously, 
not one of the formal reasons, but per-
haps the one that weighs the most. 
Ukraine’s membership to NATO would 
have met the Allies’ efforts to restrain 
Russia’s actions in the former Soviet 
area.  
Furthermore, NATO considered illegal 
and illegitimate the referendum in Cri-
mea and mentioned that the member 
states will not recognize the results. At 
the Brussels Forum on March 21st, NATO 
reaffirmed the fact that the relationship 
with the Russian Federation cannot con-
tinue under the usual framework, taking 
into consideration its actions. The Secre-
tary General mentioned that NATO „can 
no longer do business as usual with Rus-
sia” and said that the whole situation in 
Ukraine is rather a „game changer” for 
the Allies[54], meaning that, once again, 
the member states should re-assess their 
agenda and strengthen their cooperation 
in order to deal with the crisis, an objec-
tive that has been pursued for many years 
and reaffirmed with the occasion of every 
summit. When analyzing the meta-
phor used by the Secretary General 
the question that arises is whether  
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NATO is still a player or not. 
Fact is that NATO does not have many op-
tions at this moment and taking action 
against Russia is not a viable one whatso-
ever. The Russian  Federation has crossed 
every line so far and it doesn’t appear that 
it would stop anytime soon. If it still is a 
player, then NATO is mostly in the back-
stage because no concrete measures have 

been taken besides excluding Russia 
from the joint operations in the North 
Atlantic Council, which does not seem to 
bother the counterpart that much. Look-
ing at the developments in Ukraine 
though, as announced, NATO should 
also come up with solutions and „change 
the game”. 

Monalisa GIUGLEA 

Obama desires an urgent political solution to Ukraine crisis 

 

The Ukraine crisis is the result of a long period of political 

wandering. In fact, the crisis was produced by two factors: West 

– the European Union’s ambivalence upon the country’s statute 

in West, and East – the continuous acts of aggression from 

Russia, opposing the offer of Ukraine to sign an Association 

Agreement with the EU.  

NATO’s values versus NATO’s actions: The case of Ukraine 

Source: http://www.dnaindia.com 

Due to the fact that the crisis in Ukraine 
may represent now the most significant 
geopolitical problem since the Cold War, 
its consequences will hit the present global 
political status quo. First of all, because 
Russia, a regional power that has global 
interests, is directly involved in the mat-
ter. And, secondly, because the entire cri-
sis touches a very sensitive subject of the 
international law: national boundaries 
that might be changed.  
Whenever situations that imply the insta-
bility of global political scene appear, USA 
has a stand or even involve actively in the 
matter, depending on the case. This time, 
USA is put in an extremely sensitive posi-
tion: as an indispensable actor in the case, 
USA has to redress the global situation 
created, guiding the European states and 

negotiating with Russia. Even from the 
beginning the President Obama warned 
Russia to stay out of Ukraine because 
negative consequences will turn out at a 
global level. Moreover, he already im-
posed a series of sanctions to Russia after 
it decided to sign the annexation agree-
ment of Crimea.  
On the other hand, President Obama and 
Ukraine’s interim prime minister opened 
the door on 12th March to a political solu-
tion that could lead to more autonomy for 
Crimea if Russian troops withdraw.  [55]  
During the meeting, Mr. Yatsenyuk, the 
interim prime minister of Ukraine, told 
President Obama that a new Ukrainian 
government formed after the elections 
which will be held on May 25, could find 
ways to address Crimea’s concerns. [56]  
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But, unfortunately, the Crimeans desired 
totally the opposite when they voted for 
their annexation to Russia. It is like 
Ukraine is passing through a period of se-
cessions and every area decides whether 
goes East or West, although the alterna-
tives are limited and pressured from the 
outside.  
Although the current situation in full of 
negative dynamics, it is not the case of a 
military intervention. This would cause 
another world war and USA does not de-
sire that for the moment, nor the Ameri-
can people are prepared for another out-
side war, so Obama is put under the elec-
torate’s pressure. The present interna-
tional political status does not require 
such a path for the world’s future. It would 
lead to global destruction as the two are 
the largest nuclear powers and the great 
actors of the international political scene 
are aware that this is not desirable. At the 
White House,  Mr. Kerry declared  
“It can get ugly fast if the wrong choices 
are made, and it can get ugly in multiple 

directions. Our hope is that there is a way 
to have a reasonable outcome here.” [57] 

Before the results of the referendum of 
Sunday, March 16, President Obama was 
very confident that USA will reach an 
agreement with Moscow and menaced by 
the sanctions that will follow, President 
Putin will renounce at Crimea’s annexa-
tion. Since the result favorable to Russia, 
things have changed dramatically. Al-
though initially Obama declared that “the 
international community will stand 
strongly behind the Ukrainian govern-
ment” if President Putin will not comply 
with Western restrictions on Ukrainian 
territories, after the referendum his decla-
rations changed. USA and its allies are still 
supporting Ukraine, but acting only diplo-
matically.   
Under the flag of acting upon the violation 
of international law, the United States and 
its allies have been trying to come up with 
a plan of sanctions against Russia for it 

planned military intervention in Ukraine 
[58] and annexation of Crimea. There-
fore, such measures are visa travel re-
strictions for entities that might threat 
Ukraine’s sovereignty and territories and 
financial sanctions. [59]   
In terms of legitimacy, USA cannot make 
further steps, as it would need the UN 
Security Council approval, fact that is 
practically impossible, since they need 
Russia’s vote. At the same time, USA 
must face an undecided European         
Partner regarding Russia and its own 
strategy on not being anymore the guard-
ian of the entire international commu-
nity.  
The United States asked for assistance 
not only to its European allies, but also to 
its Oriental ones. For example, on March 
10, Obama discussed Ukraine’s crisis 
over the phone with Chinese President Xi 
Jinping, trying to focus on a peaceful so-
lution to the matter, but China is far from 
seeing the situation with the American 
lens.  

Teona Sandra ANDRONACHE 

Source: http://guardianlv.com/2014/03/obama-and-eu-

wrong-on-ukraine-crisis/ 
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Ukrainian crisis: Polish perspective 

 

After almost four months of upheavals and tensions Ukraine’s faith is still undecided. The internal 

cleavages persist and the outer competition for influence and leverage is continuing. The Ukrainian 

crisis revealed not just its internal weaknesses and its unfinished nation building project but also its 

fragility in front of the major poles of power that encircles it. Even if the future course of Ukraine rests 

in the Ukrainian people’s hands, there is no doubt that the external influential powers will also play a 

decisive role. Whether we talk about Russia, United States and European Union all of them have a 

tremendous importance in the shape that the events from Ukraine have taken and will be further 

moulded. Among other states that had and will probably have a strong imprint on Ukrainian politics is 

Poland. Even though the major actors maintain the first front of action in Ukraine, Poland has three 

main reasons to play an important role in the Ukrainian developments: security reasons, historic 

relationship and power.  

Ukrainian crisis: Polish perspective 

Poland was one of the most active states in 
relation to the Ukrainian crisis. The PM 
Donald Tusk together with the MFA Ra-
doslaw Sikorski and the ex-President 
Aleksander Kwaśniewski played an impor-
tant role along the upheavals that started 
in Kiev at the beginning of December 
2013. Donald Tusk had many meetings 
with important European leaders in order 
to bring about a peaceful and advanta-
geous solution of the Ukrainian crisis. He 
met the Visegrad Group PMs, the heads of 
the European Commission and European 
Parliament as well as the EU Commis-
sioner responsible for enlargement and 
European neighbourhood policy, and the 

US Secretary of Defence, German Chan-
cellor and the British PM.[60]  
MFA Radoslaw Sikorski had also an im-
portant role in the way the events from 
Ukraine developed. Radoslaw Sikorski 
was part of the group of foreign ministers 
(Laurent Fabius and Frank-Walter Stein-
meier) that mediated between the 
Yanukovych regime and the opposition. 
The three foreign ministers succeeded in 
issuing a convenient accord, but hours 
later Yanukovych decided to leave Kiev. 
This development enabled the opposition 
to further elaborate its own vision about 
the future of Ukraine. Last but not least, 
Aleksander Kwaśniewski was another key  

Source: http://www.ukrainebusiness.com.ua/

news/3258.html  
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personality that played an important role 

in Ukraine. Aleksander Kwaśniewski was 

the European Parliament's special envoy 

on Ukraine. Kwaśniewski conducted the 

EU negotiations with Ukraine for an asso-

ciation agreement that collapsed at the 

end of November and determined the 

whole chain of upheavals.  

There are three main reasons that deter-

mine a more active and comprehensive 

role of Poland in Ukraine. First, Ukraine 

is an important actor for the security cal-

culations of Poland. Poland has one of the 

biggest borders with Ukraine; therefore 

the simplest logic is that Warsaw desires 

a peaceful and European Ukraine. A 

more deeply integrated Ukraine in the 

European structures is ideal for Poland, 

rather than a Ukraine which is attached to 

the Russian interests. After the Russian 

intervention in Crimea it can be said that 

the Ukrainian path is straightforward. 

From now on Russia will be perceived by a 

large majority of the Ukrainians as an in-

vading and hostile country and their path 

will surely be directed towards the west. 

This dynamic will only assure the border 

not only of Poland but also Romania’s 

one.  

The second reason of the Polish engage-

ment in the Ukrainian crisis stays in the 

long history that put the two countries on 

the same path. Ukrainian peasants once 

worked for Polish noblemen. World War 

II brought horrific massacres to both 

populations, from many directions, and 

ended with vast ethnic cleansing.[62] In 

1989 Poland was the first country to re-

cognize new Ukrainian state and in the 

same year, the Polish dissident Adam 

Michnik was cheered when he addressed 

the founding congress of Ukraine’s first 

mass opposition movement and in 2004 

Kiev’s streets were full of young Poles 

alongside Ukrainians in the so called Or-

ange Revolution.[63] Józef Piłsudski, Po-

land’s interwar strongman once said that: 

There can be no free Poland without a 

free Ukraine.[64] Therefore the two 

countries are interlinked by a complex 

network of interests but also of beliefs 

and values. After the aggressive action of 

Russia in Crimea, Ukraine and Poland 

will have a stronger common bond: fear 

of Russia.  

The last reason of the Polish active role 

in Ukraine consists of its desire to show 

to the outside world that it is a regional 

power that has to be taken into consid-

eration when there are big stakes play-

ing in the region. Poland has had an im-

pressive development since the fall of the 

communist regime both economically 

and militarily.  The economic crisis that 

had its inception in 2008 did not affect 

Poland. Warsaw succeeded in maintain-

ing growth levels above the European 

median.  While in the military sphere, 

Poland plans to invest US $10.4 billion in 

2014, an increase of about 2 percent over 

last year’s initial defense budget. The 

budget is the highest in the ministry’s 

history. [65] These developments made 

Poland one of the most powerful states in 

Central and Eastern Europe. Therefore 

Warsaw wants to show that its interna-

tional standing is uplifted and its lever-

age for regional stabilisation has  
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Romania’s geopolitical interest threatened by Russian actions 

in Crimea? 

 

Romania is an actor which position is  interesting to study considering the fact that is  neighbor of 

Ukraine and it is a state that has an important minority of more than 350.000 Romanians residing in 

Ukraine as they were born there in the historically known parts of the Romanian Bucovina that entered 

within the Ukrainian territory (the second largest minority of Ukraine is the Romanian one, almost 1% 

of Ukrainian total population). Despite the limited influence Romania has in the region, its interests in 

relations to Ukraine should have made this country seek more eagerly a solution for the Crimean crisis. 

The Romanian interests are somehow indirectly influenced by what happens in Ukraine, as it can be 

observed from official declarations and the documents that state Bucharest’s interests in the region as 

well as from undertaking an objective international relations analysis. It is indirectly affected because 

for Romania the Republic of Moldova is of major interest, and the situation in Moldova it is not so 

different from the one of the Ukrainian state, as we have under its territory important Russian 

population and two territories similar to Crimea - Transnistria and Gagauzia. Also, within the current 

political discourse of Romanian leaders, Russia was always depicted as a potential enemy and an 

distrusting player that has the potential of affecting Romania’s interests also at Black Sea. Still, 

although it might not have been so clearly expressed by the leaders’ actions and declarations, Romania 

can be seen as directly interested by  what happens in the region considering that one of the measures 

that were taken by the Ukrainian current leaders in order to affect Russia, affected also the Romanian 

minority.  The measure I refer to is the one that abolished the law that was granting the right to speak 

in Romanian in schools, public institutions, churches if within in the region there were at least 10% 

representatives of a minority. As member of the EU and NATO, Romania should be preoccupied also 

how the image of these two institutions of which it is part is affected or not by such a crisis.   

Ukrainian crisis: Polish perspective 

significantly increased. As it was said in 

the beginning Ukraine’s faith and its fu-

ture path is still hard to guess. However, 

taking into consideration the arguments 

emphasized above, it can be said that Po-

land will be an influential actor in the fol-

lowing period for Ukraine. Poland’s will to 

have a safe eastern border and a predict-

able neighbour will represent a major in-

centive for the Polish decision-makers to 

facilitate the path of Kiev towards the EU. 

The two countries will probably endeavour 

to prolong their historic ties in the future, 

but within a European framework. More-

over, the desire of Poland to be a regional 

power will be reflected in its active role in 

the region, not solely in Ukraine but more 

broadly in the Central and Eastern 

Europe.  

Alexandru VOICU 

On 6th of March 2014, the Romanian 
President Traian Basescu spoke about Ro-
mania’s position in relation to what was 
happening in Ukraine. During the press 
conference the president declared that Ro-
mania will try to get involved in all the ne-

gotiations that will be held at EU level re-
garding the crisis as what Russia did is an 
aggression that cannot remain without 
reactions. From the point of view of the 
man that promoted the Bucharest-London
-Washington axis [66]  
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Ukrainian crisis: Polish perspective 

United Kingdom and the United States of 
America are the first two countries obliged 
to negotiate with Russia as these two 
states signed a treaty with the former 
communist states that was making the 
first two guarantors of Ukrainian liberty 
and democracy, and also integrity. [67] 
Although in Ukraine there are places with 

a large majority of Romanians, the Roma-
nian National Security Strategy does not 
contain any reference towards how it will 
relate to Ukraine, but contains important 
references to the Republic of Moldova, 
seen by many as the most vulnerable in 
the light of the Crimean episode, this ex-
plaining also the Romanian positions, that 
condemn the Russian actions. According 
to this document,  Romania – Republic of 
Moldova relationship is based on the 
principle “one nation – two states”, with 
Romania having the  moral and political 
responsibility to  support the moderniza-
tion, democratization and European inte-

gration, as well as to do whatever neces-
sary to secure – from political, economic 
and diplomatic point of view- the princi-
ple of Moldovan territorial integrity and 
sovereignty. [68] Given this aspect, Ro-
mania cannot but view as threatening the 
evolution of the situation in Ukraine and 
the Russian actions in Crimea and the 

new way in which the Russian state 
started annexing territories combining 
military and energetic force with the be-
loved democratic principles of the West. 
Considering that Romania is encouraging 
the Moldovan path towards the European 
Union,  there is no guarantee that the 
Russian Federation will not proceed in 
the same manner using Transnistria,  in  
the case for Moldova to be on a serious 
path towards further EU. Somehow, Rus-
sia shows that it has more instruments at 
its disposal for making her point of view 
enforced and this is not related just to 
military and energetic power but also  

Source: http://presidency.ro/pop.php?_RID=img&img=25857.jpg  
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with/to political instruments such as the 
use of minorities in territories of interest 
or the frozen conflicts, in Transnistria.  
These concerns can be remarked also from 
the recent meeting between the Romanian 
President Traian Basescu and the Moldo-
van President Nicolae Timofti. According 
to their joint declaration that followed up 
to the meeting from 19th of March, the re-
gional security in Eastern Europe is now 
threatened by the actions of the Russian 
Federation to annex a part of the terri-
tory of another independent and sover-
eign state. These actions  raise important 
concerns both for non Euro-Atlantic 
member states as the Republic of 
Moldova, but also for the NATO and EU 
member states as Romania, Poland and 
the Baltic States. Therefore, the Romanian 
president declared he will become more 
eager and active in his actions to lead 
Moldova into the EU as from his point of 
view this will provide the best security in-
surance for his Eastern neighbor, espe-
cially on the background of the move-
ments in Gagauzia and in Transnistria 
(that manifested the will to follow the 
same path as Crimea). Within the same 
context, the Romanian President declared 
that he will bring into the European Coun-
cil’s attention the fact that his state and 
others from the region expressed their 
concern regarding the Russian intentions 
and the fact that it cannot be a trustfully 
partner of the EU because it still has the 
plan to rebuild as much as possible of its 
former influence space in the region. He 
also stated that it is time for the European 
partners to listen more to the Eastern 
countries that know better the regional 
reality than the other shore of the Atlantic, 
because this way the EU will not be taken 
by surprise by episodes like Georgia, Cri-
mea and other that can follow the same 
scenario. [69] 
 Despite these declarations, at the 
start of the crisis in Crimea, Romania 
played a limited role in the debates that 

followed and in using the diplomatic tools 
at its disposal to promote a resolution of 
the conflict and a more firm reaction of 
EU and NATO, as Poland did, for exam-
ple. With what happened in Crimea, the 
Romanians appeared more concerned 
about this crisis as their interests in 
Moldova might be threatened. At the same 
time, the game Bucharest  promotes at 
this moment might be a dangerous one, as 
promoting a further and deeper integra-
tion of Moldova might be regarded as a 
direct threat to the Russian interests and 
can lead to a similar reaction from Rus-
sian side. At the same time, some analysts 
argue that the delayed reaction of Roma-
nia was due to the fact that at some points 
its interests in Ukraine converge with the 
Russian ones, in terms of rights for mi-
norities but also in what regards the terri-
torial borders, considering the Northern 
Bucovina that  is viewed by many as a ter-
ritory that should have remained of Ro-
mania’s. Such scenarios are  hard to test 
given the fact that as part of the Euro-
Atlantic community and as being a state 
with limited influence and capabilities, 
Romania could have  not argued for simi-
lar actions to be taken in the south regions 
of Ukraine where there are significant Ro-
manians, like in Oblast Chernovtsy, for 
example. 
 At the same time, the insecurity in 
Ukraine could lead to an increased focus 
of the European allies regarding the secu-
rity at the Alliance and Community’s East-
ern borders. This could lead to a reconsid-
eration of the good geostrategic position of 
Romania, which for some time was passed 
in the secondary for the optimists which 
stopped viewing Russia with circumspect 
eyes.  

Alina MOGOȘ   
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Refuzul Urainei de a semna Acordul de Asociere cu UE în noiembrie anul trecut a surprins întreaga comuni-

tate internațională cu excepția Federației Ruse. Mulți au încercat să găsească o explicație logică față de 

decizia lui Yanukovych și să facă predicții cu privire la viitor, ținând cont de imaginea protestatrilor din 

centrul Kievului. În orice caz, noile evoluții din criza ucraineană au reușit să întreacă orice așteptări. 

Implicarea militară din Crimeea a reanimat o parte din retorica ”uitată” a Războiului rece. 

Ana-Maria Ghimiș și Petronela Chirvase 

Ucraina—premiul câștigător 

Încă de când au început protestele din Ucraina, viitorul politic al acestei țări a fost o preocupare constantă 

pentru varii actori interesați de această criză. Se va apropia de Uniunea Europeană? Va construi legături mai 

puternice cu Federația Rusă? Adevărul este însă că dificultățile politice în care se află în prezent Ucraina sunt 

la fel de provocatoare ca și cele economice. 

Alexandra Iancu 

Ucraina—perspectiva economică 

Este cunoscut faptul că problematica energetică se află în centrul provocărilor politice, economice, strategice 

ale Ucrainei. Acum este un moment cheie pentru ca Rusia să își reafirme sferele de influentă și să instaleze noi 

diviziuni de control asupra sectorului energetic ucrainean, guvernat în proporții semnificative de poziția 

Gazpromului. Dacă avem în vedere faptul că energia este un factor important în relațiile ruso-ucraineene și 

că Ucraina este dependentă în mari proporții de importurile energetice rusești, putem concluziona că 

aproximativ 80% din petrolul și gazul natural din Ucraina, provind din Rusia. Astăzi, relațiile dintre Kiev, 

Bruxelles și Moscova sunt mai degrabă complexe și contradictorii. Dar pentru o mai bună înțelegere a 

dinamicii din prezent, se impune o incursiune în trecut. 

Ana-Maria Ghimiș și Roxana Ioana Negoi 

Criza din Ucraina sub ”lupa” Republica Moldova 

Complexitatea relației Rusia– Ucraina 

Criza din Ucraina și noua bătălie strategică pe care aceasta a pus-o în scenă a dat numeroase motive de 

îngrijorare pentru toți  actorii  implicați,  dar în mod special pentru unul îndelung familiarizat cu jocurile 

strategice ale Rusiei în ceea ce privește etnicii ruși din foștii  săi sateliți.  Republica Moldova nu este  straină  

de  criza  actuală  întrucât  a  trecut  prin  situații  similare,  și actuala criză are implicații directe asupra 

Republicii Moldova. 

Chirvase Petronela 
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”UE urmărește să aibă o relație apropriată de Ucraina care să meargă dincolo de cooperarea bilaterală, cuprinzând un progres 

gradual către o asociere politică și o integrare economică”. Acesta este primul paragraf de pe site-ul Acțiunii Externe a Uniunii 

Europene cu privire la relația UE-Ucraina și rezumă pe scurt ceea ce mulți ar vedea ca fiind principalul motiv pentru începerea 

protestelor din Ucraina și a crizei din Crimeea, întrucât dorința UE de a se apropia de un stat identificat cu interesul vital al 

Federației Ruse a atras destabilizarea din prezent din Ucraina. În ciuda declarării acestui interes, UE și-a demonstrat inabilitatea de 

a ajuta la rezolvarea crizei politice și a crizei din Crimeea, arătând și cât de nepregătit este Bruxelles să țină piept Federației Ruse. 

Pe măsură ce situația a evoulat în ultimele luni, UE poate fi văzută din ce în ce mai mult ca fiind unul dintre pierzătorii acestei crize 

care a arătat mai mult decât o dată faptul că UE contiună să fie un pitic politic și militar. 

Alina Mogoș 

Acordul de Asociere al UE—scânteia ce a aprins conflictul. UE un 
pierzător major al crizei din Ucraina? 

De la crearea sa în 1949, NATO a desfășurat o serie de operațiuni internaționale menite să protejeze nu doar 

securitatea spațiului euro-atlantic, dar și cea mondială. Obiectivul principal al Alianței este protejarea statelor 

membre, dar și menținerea unui mediu internațional sigur. Cooperarea pe probleme de securitate dintre 

statele membre s-a dovedit a fi eficientă în anii trecuți și NATO a reușit să asigure ordinea în spațiul Euro-

Atlantic, dacă luăm în considerare acțiunile sale în Macedonia, Bosnia și Kosovo. Felul în care au escaladat 

evenimentele din Ucraina a fost cel mai important subiect de discuții în materie de relații internaționale în 

ultimele luni și numeroși actori internaționali sunt implicați. Ce rol joacă NATO în acest context? Cele mai 

recente declarații făcute de Secretarul General, Anders Fogh Rasmussen, condamnă acțiunile lui Putin, dar are 

NATO vreo putere? Poate NATO să ia măsuri? Articolul include o analiză cronologică a celor mai importante 

declarații făcute de oficialii NATO, cu privire la evenimentele din Ucraina și evoluția acestora. 

Monalisa Giuglea 

Valorile NATO versus acțiunile NATO: cazul Ucrainei 

Obama dorește o rezolvare urgentă  a crizei din Ucraina 

Criza din Ucraina poate fi văzută ca fiind rezultatul unei perioade lungi de lipsă de hotărâre. În fapt, situația 

tensionată din prezent poate fi văzută ca produsul a doi factori principali: Vestul – ambivalența UE privind 

statutul țării și Estul – actele continue de agresiune din partea Rusiei, opunându-se ofertei UE către Ucraina 

de a semna un Acord de Asociere cu Comunitatea Europeană. Unde se poziționează SUA? 

Teona Sandra Andronache 

Criza din Ucraina: Perspectiva Poloneză 
După aproape 4 luni de tensiuni, soarta Ucrinei este încă necunoscută. Clivajele interne persistă și competiția 

externă pentru influență continuă. Criza ucrineană relevă nu doar slăbiciunile sale interne și proiectul 

neterminat de construire a unei națiuni, dar și fragilitatea sa în fața marilor poli de putere care o înconjoară. 

Chiar dacă viitorul curs al Ucrainei stă în mâinile poporului ucrainean, nu există dubii că influența puterilor 

externe va juca și ea un rol decisiv. Fie că vorbim despre Rusia, SUA și UE, toate vor avea o importanță 

semnificativă în conturarea viitorului Ucrainei. Între statele care au avut și probabil vor avea un impact în 

politica Ucrainei se află și Polonia. Chiar dacă actorii mari continuă să fie în prima linie de acțiune în Ucraina, 

Polonia are trei motive principale pentru a încerca să joace un rol important în evolțiile din Ucraina: motive 

de securitate, relații istorice și putere.  

Alexandru Voicu  
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Do not  miss in the next issue of CEPE Policy Analysis: 

 FREE, INDEPENDENT AND OBJECTIVE SURVEY ON THE PUBLIC 

OPINION PERCEPTION ON THE UKRAINIAN CRISIS.  Check how other people 

thinks about the events in Ukraine, how interested they are about the crisis and who 

should be more involved in solving the situation! To participate to the survey, that 

takes only 5 minutes, you can access our website or the link: https://

docs.google.com/forms/d/1AXOLo0KVjKhT_is0x38zYt1mdIvcX9BffCJWBVi6cms/

viewform  

Thank you! 

 

Nu ratați în următorul număr al Politicii sub Lupa CEPE: 

 SONDAJ DE OPINIE PUBLICĂ INDEPENT ȘI OBIECTIV CU PRIVIRE LA 

PERCEPȚIA CETĂȚENILOR ASUPRA CRIZEI DIN UCRAINA. Verificați ce cred alți 

oameni despre evenimentele din Ucraina, despre cât de interesați sunt de criză și 

cine ar trebui să fie implicat în rezolvarea situației. Dacă doriți să participați la 

sondaj, durează doar 5 minute! Sontajul este la linkul de mai sus.  

Interesele geopolitice ale României afectate de acțiunile Rusiei în 

Crimeea? 

Romania este un actor a cărei poziție față de situația tensionată din Ucraina constituie un studiu de caz 
interesant dacă ținem cont de faptul că este un vecin al Ucrainei și un stat cu o minoritate semnificativă în 
Ucraina (350.000 de români locuiesc în regiunea cunoscută și ca Bucovina Nordică, fost teritoriu român). În 
ciuda influenței limitate a României în regiune, interesele sale și relațiile cu Ucraina ar fi trebuit să facă acest stat 
să fie mai determinat în găsirea unei soluții la criza din crimeea. Interesele României sunt cumva afectate 
indirect de ceea ce se întâmplă în Ucraina. Indirect pentru că România este preponderent interesată de soarta 
Republicii Moldova, care nu este complet diferită și neinfluențată de ceea ce se întâmplă în Ucraina, având în 
vedere că Republica Moldova are regiuni similare Crimeei – Transnistria și Găgăuzia.  

Alina Mogoș 
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